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Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even If timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent tenm adjustment See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 13 July 2004 . 
2a)\3 This action is FINAL. 2b)S This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) S Claim(s) 1-16 is/are pending In the application. ' 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) n Claim(s)^ is/are allowed. 

6) IEI Claim(s) 1-16 is/are rejected. 
?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim{s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)[3 accepted or b)n objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet{s) including the correction is required if the drawing{s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C! § 119 

12)0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)n All b)n Some * c)^ None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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1 ) El Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-41 3) 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) Faper No(s)/MaiI Date. . 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTC)-1449 or PTO/SB/08) 5) □ Notice of Infomial Patent Application (PTO-1 52) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date . 6) □ Other: . 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forais the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bennett, US 
Patent Publication No. US 2002/0140734 Al. 

-Regarding claim 1, Beimett discloses a software program stored on a computer media 
(paragraph 107, Unes 1-8) which provides a user interface for the computing device (see 
paragraph 236, lines 1-9) comprising a display grid having rows and columns of cells (see 
paragraph 188, lines 1-5) a number displayed in a plurality of the cells (see paragraph 248, line 
12) on a plurality of adjacent rows and columns (see fig. 4, where 100.00 is displayed on 2 
adjacent rows and fig. 1, where 1.00 is displayed on 2 adjacent columns) and where the numbers 
displayed in the cells are updated under software control and represent a common property which 
changes according to an algorithm set by a user (see paragraph 183, where "quantity" can be 
considered a "property*' of an object, and fig. 3 which illustrates "fiscal data" represented in rows 
and columns that can be considered a "common property" of the various Amalgamated Fruit Inc. 
subdivisions). Bennett does not disclose a handheld computer device although it does disclose 
combining a calculator program with the fimctionality of a spreadsheet (paragraph 29). Therefore 
it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to replace a handheld computer device for a calculator, because the terms are synonymous. 
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-Regarding claim 2, Bennett discloses the software program further comprising a cursor 
operable by the user, which indicates at least one currently selected cell (see paragraph 191, lines 
1-4). 

-Regarding claim 3, Bennett does not directly disclose the cursor as a dashed cell outline. 
However it does disclose that a black box or "many other techniques" may be deployed to 
identify the cursor (see paragraph 191). Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to represent the cursor with a dashed 
cell outline, because it would provide the user with a focus for the selected cell. 

-Regarding claim 4, Bennett discloses allowing the user to set at least one cell to a fixed 
value (see paragraph 182, line 9). 

-Regarding claim 5, Bennett discloses allowing the user to adjust the value of a cursor- 
selected cell up or down while the software is changing the numbers in the cells according to the 
algorithm (see paragraph 172 where Bennett provides for the modification of fields). 

-Regarding claim 6, the remarks presented above with respect to claims 3 and 4 apply 
equally to this claim. 

-Regarding claim 7, the remarks presented above with respect to claim 5 apply equally to 
this claim. 

-Regarding claim 8, Bennett does not specifically disclose where the software is 
programmed to provide a heat transfer lab simulation environment. However, since the heat 
transfer simulation is merely a mathematical calculation, it can be implemented under Bennett 
(see paragraph 183 which provides for mathematical calculations). 
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-Regarding claim 9, the remarks presented above with respect to claim 1 apply equally to 
this claim. In addition, Bennett discloses a display screen an input device and a processor (see 
fig. 43, paragraph 104). 

-Regarding claim 10, the remarks presented above with respect to claim 2 apply equally 
to this claim. 

-Regarding claim 11, the remarks presented above with respect to claim 3 apply equally 
to this claim. 

-Regarding claim 12, the remarks presented above with respect to claim 4 apply equally 
to this claim. 

-Regarding claim 13, the remarks presented above with respect to claim 5 apply equally 
to this claim. 

-Regarding claim 14, the remarks presented above with respect to claim 6 apply equally 
to this claim. 

-Regarding claim 15, the remarks presented above with respect to claim 5 apply equally 
to this claim. 

-Regarding claim 16, the remarks presented above with respect to claim 9 apply equally 
to this claim. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed May 17, 2004 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Regarding the applicants argument that on the cited art "A row may be concemed with a 
conraion item or property, but not rows and columns" and that the "citation by the Examiner 
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does not teach or suggest to have adjacent columns and adjacent rows represent a common 
property" the Examiner disagrees. 

Paragraph [0016] in the specification of the present application states "The cells have a 
number displayed,,, which reflects a common property under analysis,,. These properties could 
be physical quantities, qualities or properties of nature such as temperature, pressure, 
population, heat, stress, etc, " 

MPEP 2173.05(a) states in part "The meaning of every term used in a claim should be 
apparent from the prior art or from the specification.,. Applicants need not confine themselves to 
the terminology used in the prior art, but are required to make clear and precise the terms that 
are used to define the invention whereby the metes and bounds of the claimed invention can be 
ascertained. During patent examination, the pending claims must be given the broadest 
reasonable interpretation consistent with the specification ,.. When the specification states the 
meaning that a term in the claim is intended to have, the claim is examined using that meaning" 

It is noted that the phrase " such as... etc. '' (used in paragraph [0016]) broadens the 
definition of the ''qualities or common properties'^ enough to encompass fiscal data which is a 
common property shared by the subdivisions of Amalgamated Fruit Inc. (as represented in 
adjacent rows and columns in fig. 3 of Bennett). 

r 

The applicant also refers to other issues such as entering real-time data, temperature and 
population, it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies are not recited in the rejected 
claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations fi*om the 
specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1 181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 
(Fed. Cir. 1993). 
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Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

US patent no. 6,850,936 B2 
US patent no. 6,847,384 Bl 
US patent no. 6,801,229 Bl 
US patent no. 6,753,885 B2 
US patent no. 6,199,078 Bl 
US patent no. 6,098,084 
US patent no. 5,991,762 
US patent no. 5,963,939 
US patent no. 5,912,664 

Any inquiry concerning this conmiunication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Enrique L Santiago whose telephone number is (571) 272-7648. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday from 7:00 A.M. to 3:30 P.M. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mark Zimmerman whose telephone number is (571) 272-7653, can be reached on 
Monday to Friday from 7:00 A.M. to 3 :30 P.M. 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Conunissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 

or faxed to: 
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703 872-9306 (for Technology Center 2600 only) 
Hand-delivered responses should be brought to [Crystal Park II, 2121 Crystal Drive, 



Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
Enrique L. Santiago ^ 



Arlington, VA, Sixth Floor] (Receptionist). 



March 9, 2005 




